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DETAILED ACTION 

Applicant canceled claims 1-41 and added new claims 42-51. Thus, arguments are 
moot in view of the news grounds of rejection of new claims 42-51. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

Claims 42, 47, 50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Conley (US 6,995,914) in view of Hawver (US 2003/0035220). 

Regarding claim 42, Connely teaches a display device comprising: (a) a 
lenticular lens assembly having an associated graphic component whereby different 
images are presented to a viewer when observed at different viewing angles(col. 8, lines 
10-20 and 25-33); and (b) means for securing said assembly to a glass door (see col. 5, 
lines 10-20). Conley fails to specifically disclose a sliding door and the assembly being 
mounted in a frame. 

In the same field of endeavor, Hawver teaches uses a lenticular image display in 
frame mounted to glass (see section 60-62) to display different images to the viewer. 
Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
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invention was made to include attach a lenticular display in frame to glass door to 
display multiple images (increase protection and support for the display). Additionally, a 
sliding door is a type of door that can contain glass, thus it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made that attaching the 
lenticular display to a sliding door would be a functional equivalent. 

Regarding claim 47 and 50, see Examiners notes in claim 42. Conley and 
Hawverfail to specifically disclose an automatic door. However, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include 
automatic sliding doors, since it has been held that broadly providing a mechanical or 
automatic means to replace a manual activity which has accomplished the same result 
involves only routine skill in the art. In re Venner, 120 USPQ 192. 

Claims 42-46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Vachette (US 6, 532,690) in view of in view of Connely (US 6,995,914)). 



Application/Control Number: 10/812,637 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2873 



...jl 

Regarding claim 42, Vachette teaches a display device comprising: (a) a 
lenticular lens assembly having an associated graphic component whereby different 
images are presented to a viewer when observed at different viewing angles (1 1 -col.4, 
29-45; col. 8, lines 10-45); and (b) means for securing said assembly (see the 
embodiment of figure 1 4 has the assembly fixed in frame to support in line of sight of an 
approaching person). Conley fails to specifically disclose a sliding door. 

In the same field of endeavor, Connely teaches mounting a lenticular display that 
presents images to a viewer at different viewing angles to a glass door (see col. 5, lines 
1 0-20). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to mount a lenticular display to door, since prior art teaches a 
technique for mounting, a glass door is a form of support, and allows for visual 
advertisement or information share for viewers approaching. Additionally, a sliding 
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door is a type of door that can contain glass, thus it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made that attaching the lenticular 
display to a sliding door would be a functional equivalent. 

Regarding claims 43-46, Vachette teaches a proximity switch is connected a 
computer (microprocessor) and audio recording. When the viewer is within a certain 
distances of the lenticular frame, the processor controls the audio to correspond with 
different images (see col. 8). However, this embodiment illustrates all audio circuitry is 
separate from the frame. Another embodiment (figure 14) of Vachette teaches 
integrating the audio circuitry in the frame of the lenticular display. Thus, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modify Vachette and Conley, to include on frame audio circuitry, since it known in the 
art and it has been held that forming in one piece an article which has formerly been 
formed in two pieces and put together involves only routine skill in the art. Howard v. 
Detroit Stove Works, 150 U.S. 164 (1893). 



Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 48, 49, 51 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
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§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Alicia M. Harrington whose telephone number is 571 
272 2330. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 9:00-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ricky Mack can be reached on 571 272 2333. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Alicia M Harrington/ 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2873 

AMH 



